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Inelastic X-ray scattering
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Flavors of inelastic X-ray scattering
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Inelastic process vs absorption
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IXS as X-ray absorption spectroscopy
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...and beyond!
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Higher order terms
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Triangular condition & parity rule
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Higher order transitions are allowed and g dependent
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Measurement and results
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Measurement and results
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The instrument at P01 — PETRA I
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Present - Future

Time for time-resolved IXS?
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Ideas for
pioneering IXS studies
at FELs are welcome!
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